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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further correspondence regarding this 
application should be directed to Art Unit 2617. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4. Applicant's submission filed on 

1 1/06/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to Applicant's argument that Wilson's reference fails to teach 
"determining if spam blocking option is set", the Examiner maintains that the system in 
Wilson's reference uses distinguished properties in email messages to produce/build up 
database used to classify junk messages; and the build up knowledge of these 
messages in a database is use to block received junk messages, see Pars. [0015-20]; 
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i.e., the system is, beforehand, configured to include junk messages signatures in a 
database; and these signatures are used to identify received messages as junk 
messages; which meets the claimed limitations of "spam blocking option setting". In 
addition, Applicant does not specifically define/explain the method of "determining spam 
blocking option set" on Pages 8-10 of the Applicant's specification. In view of the above 
remarks, the Examiner maintains that Wilson's cited reference meets the Applicant's 
claim limitations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
Claim 9 mentions the claim limitation "the steps of determining whether a spam blocking 
option is set occurs before an initial access to spam-blocking information database is 
made"; however, the Applicant's specification clearly fails to show such claimed 
limitation . For examination purposes, the examiner will treat the rejected claimed 
limitations in light of the overall concept of Applicant's specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Wilson et al., (U.S. 20040167968 A1), (hereinafter Wilson) in view in view of Allison 

etal., (U.S. 6,819,932), (hereinafter Allison). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Wilson discloses a method for blocking spam messages (spam 
message) in a server (spam blocking server 102), comprising the steps of: 

a) when a message and its corresponding phone number (contact information, 
see Par. [0020]) to be transmitted to a subscriber of a mobile communication terminal 
[electronic communication link, see Pars. [0022-0023]) is received from a base station 
(a system, see Par. [0013]), determine if a spam blocking option is set 

(see Pars. [0015-20]); 

b) if a spam blocking option is set, accessing a spam-blocking information 
database, and searching for a the SMS message phone number (signature or essential 
information) to determine if the SMS message phone number registered in the spam- 
blocking Information data base (Fig. 1, item 102) and (signatures are looked up in the 
database, see Pars. [001 5-20 and 0023-24]); 
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c) if the message phone number is registered in the spam-blocking information 
database ending the procedure for the received message without performing message 
processing for services on the received message (appropriate action being taken, step 
210 of Fig.2, when matching signatures are found in database, Par. [0023]); but fails to 
teach SMS spam messages. 

Allison teaches a system that prevents the delivery of unwanted SMS messages 
(see col. 4, lines 37-55). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Allison with the system of Wilson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that could prevent the unwanted delivery of SMS messages. 

Regarding Claim 2, Wilson discloses a method for blocking spam messages in 
an server [102], comprising the steps of: 

a) when a message to be transmitted to a subscriber of a mobile communication 
terminal is received from a base station (see Pars. 0008, 0029 and steps 200-206 in 
Fig.2], determining if a spam blocking option is set (see Pars. [0015-20]); 

b) if the spam blocking option is (see Pars. [0015-20]), determining if the received 
message includes a predetermined word (using a previously built-up knowledge of 
spam messages to block a subsequent spam, see Pars. [0016, 0018 and 0024]) said 
predetermined word being prestored in database (system uses build knowledge from 
spam and store information in the database, see Pars [0016 and 0017]) and; 
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c) if the received message includes a predetermined word (essential information 
or signature), ending the procedure for the received message without performing 
message processing for services on the received message (if signature matches are 
found in database, then some appropriate action is taken, see Pars. [0020-24]), but fails 
to teach SMS message. 

However, Allison teaches a system that prevents the delivery of unwanted SMS 
messages (see col. 4, lines 37-55). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Allison with the system of Wilson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that could prevent the unwanted delivery of SMS messages. 

Regarding Claim 3, Wilson discloses method for blocking spam messages in a mobile 
communication terminal [email device, (106 and 100)], comprising the steps of: 

a) when an message [email message] is received, determining if a spam blocking 
option is set (see Pars. [0015-20]); 

b) if a spam blocking option is set, accessing a database of previously-registered 
spam-blocking information to determine if the received message is spam message (see 
Pars. [0015-20]); and 

c) when it is determined that the received message is a spam message 
controlling the terminal so as not to notify receipt of the message (action is taken or 
message is deleted, see step 210 in Fig. 2 and Par. [0025]), but fails to teach SMS 
message. 
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However, Allison teaches a system that prevents the delivery of unwanted SMS 
messages (see col. 4, lines 37-55). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Allison with the system of Wilson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that could prevent the unwanted delivery of SMS messages. 

Regarding Claim 4, Wilson discloses the method as set forth in claim 3, further 
comprising the step of; 

d) determining if a spam message is set to be stored (update), after blocking the 
message-receipt notification, and storing the received spam message if it is determined 
that the spam message is to be stored (blacklist is updated for the purpose of blocking 
spam message and if signature is not found, then message is processed, 
see Pars. [0017-18 and 0023-24]), but fails to teach SMS message. 

However, Allison teaches a system that prevents the delivery of unwanted SMS 
messages (see col. 4, lines 37-55). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Allison with the system of Wilson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that could prevent the unwanted delivery of SMS messages. 

Regarding Claim 5, Wilson discloses the method as set forth in claim 3, wherein a 
phone number [essential information] of a spam-message sender (sender address is 
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added to the blacklist, see Par. [0025]) is registered in the spam-blocking information 
database, and said step a) further includes the step Of: 

a-1) detecting [matching signature] an message send phone number from the 
received message, and determining the message phone number is registered in the 
spam-blocking information database (if matching signature is found in the database, 
see Par. [0020-24 and 0029], but fails to teach SMS message. 

However, Allison teaches a system that prevents the delivery of unwanted SMS 
messages (see col. 4, lines 37-55). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Allison with the system of Wilson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that could prevent the unwanted delivery of SMS messages. 

Regarding Claim 6, Wilson disclose the method as set forth in claim 3, wherein a 
predetermined word (essential information) is registered in the spam-blocking 
information database (104), and said step a) further includes the step of: 

a-2): determining if the registered predetermined word is included in the received 
message (signatures are sent to a database, see Par. [0017 and 0020-24]), but fails to 
teach SMS message. 

However, Allison teaches a system that prevents the delivery of unwanted SMS 
messages (see col. 4, lines 37-55). 
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It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Allison with the system of Wilson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that could prevent the unwanted delivery of SMS messages.. 

Regarding Claim 7, Wilson discloses the method as set forth in claim 3, wherein a 
phone number of a spam message sender (sender address is added to the blacklist, 
see Par. [0025]) and a predetermine word [signature] implying a spam message are 
registered in the spam-blocking information database [104], and said step a) further 
includes the steps of 

a-1) detecting a message phone number from the received message, and 
determining if the message phone number registered in the spam-blocking information 
database (spam blocking server look for signature in the database, see Par. [0018]) 
and; 

a-2) determining if the registered predetermined word (essential information) is 
included in the received SMS message [see Pars. [0020-24] and step 206 in fig. 2], but 
fails to teach SMS message. 

However, Allison teaches a system that prevents the delivery of unwanted SMS 
messages (see col. 4, lines 37-55). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Allison with the system of Wilson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that could prevent the unwanted delivery of SMS messages. 
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Regarding Claim 8, according to claim 3, Allison further discloses reading a previously 
stored warning message, from the database, and transmitting the previously stored 
warning message to a call back number detected from the SMS message (stored 
information that indicates a new message to alert the originator of the discarded spam 
SMS message that the spam was not delivered and additional message should not be 
sent to the intended recipient, see col. 12, lines 47-60). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Allison with the system of Wilson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that could prevent the unwanted delivery of SMS messages. 

Regarding claim 9, as recited in claim 1, Wilson further discloses the method, wherein 
the steps of determining whether a spam blocking option is set occurs before an initial 
access to spam-blocking information database is made (see Pars. [0015-20]). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Song et al. (U.S 2003/0225841) discloses a system and method of preventing spam 
mails. 

Bates et al. (U.S 6,779,021) discloses a method and system for predicting and 
managing undesirable electronic mail. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kwasi Karikari whose telephone number is 
571-272-8566. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8 am - 4pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8566. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





Kwasi Karikari 
Patent Examiner. 



